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DECISION ON 
PETITION 



For: ADDITIVE FOR DIELECTRIC FLUID 



This is a decision on the PETITION FROM REQUIREMENT FOR RESTRICTION UNDER 37 
C.F.R. § 1.144 to withdraw the Restriction Requirement issued December 14, 2006. 

The examiner first issued a Restriction Requirement on November 23, 2005 when claims 1-20 
were pending in the application. Applicants responded on December 22, 2005 with an election 
of claims 17-19 for prosecution; the election was made WITHOUT TRAVERSE. 

After a first action on the merits issued by the examiner on March 7, 2006, applicants amended 
their claims by cancelling claims 1-20, and presenting new claims 21-35 (see the papers filed 
June 7, 2006). The examiner responded by holding that newly presented claims 21-35 were not 
part of the originally elected invention (see the action mailed December 14, 2006). This action is 
the subject of the instant petition. Applicants cancelled claims 21-35 and presented new claims 
36-50 on February 14, 2007. 

On February 21, 2007, the instant petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.144 was filed to formally request 
the withdrawal of the restriction requirement. 

Subsequent to the petition being filed, applicants filed a Request for Continued Examination 
(RCE) on April 16, 2007. After the filing of the RCE, the examiner mailed out a new Restriction 
Requirement on July, 12, 2007. On August 8, 2007, applicants elected claims 45-50 for 
prosecution. The election was made WITHOUT traverse. 
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DECISION 

In view of the RCE of April 16, 2007 and Restriction Requirement of July 12, 2007, the instant 
petition to withdraw the Restriction Requirement of December 14, 2006 is moot. 

Accordingly, the instant petition is DISMISSED. 

/Jacqueline M. Stone/ 



Jacqueline M. Stone, Director 

Technology Center 1700 

Chemical and Materials Engineering 
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